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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 10-12, 14, 16, and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Curry et al. (U.S. Patent 6,493,669). 

In regard to claims 10, 20, and 21, Curry et al. disclose a system (Fig. 1) and 
method (Fig. 2A) for selecting a user speech profile for a device in a vehicle (column 3, 
lines 11-14), the system comprising: 

a control module including: 

a speech recognition system configured to process audio signals (speech 
recognition system 100, column 3, lines 11-14) and having a speaker enrollment 
function configured to create a user speech profile for at least one user (see Fig. 2A, 
step 212, a new model can be created, column 4, lines 16-19); and 

a memory coupled to the speech recognition system and configured to store a 
plurality of user speech profiles (a plurality of individualized speech models are stored, 
column 2, lines 56-61); and 
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a user input device configured to receive an input command from a user that 
includes an identifier (a biometric sample is provided, column 4, lines 1-15); 

wherein the control module uses the identifier to select a user speech profile from 
the plurality of user speech profiles and the speech recognition system uses the 
selected user speech profile to process audio signals from the user (the biometric 
identifier is used to select an individualized speech model for speech recognition, 
column 4, lines 25-31). 

In regard to claims 1 1 and 12, Curry et al. disclose the vehicle device is a hands- 
free wireless communication system and the hands-free wireless communication 
system is a hands-free telephone system (cellular telephone, column 3, lines 46-50). 

In regard to claims 14 and 22, Curry et al. disclose the user input device is one of 
a memory switch, a keypad or a biometric identification device (biometric device 122, 
column 4, lines 6-9). 

In regard to claim 16, Curry et al. disclose the system is coupled to an 
automobile interior element (within the automobile, column 3, lines 1-3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-9, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Himmelstein (U.S. Patent 6,496,1 07), in view of Curry et al. 

In regard to claims 1 and 17, Himmelstein discloses a system and method for 
selecting a user speech profile for a device in a vehicle (Fig. 1 , vehicle 1 0, column 2, 
lines 43-46), the system comprising: 

a control module (system 20) including: 

a speech recognition system configured to process audio signals (voice 
recognition unit 44, column 2, lines 49-50) and having a speaker enrollment function 
configured to create a user speech profile for at least one user (a plurality of users each 
create individual voice templates, column 4, lines 47-53); and 

a memory coupled to the speech recognition system and configured to store a 
plurality of user speech profiles (voice templates stored in memory, see Table 1 and 
column 4, lines 40-48); and 

an external device configured to transmit a control signal to the vehicle including 
an identifier (transponder 22 provides identification to the vehicle 10, column 3, lines 1- 
9) 

Himmelstein does not disclose the control module uses the identifier to select a 
user speech profile from the plurality of user speech profiles and the speech recognition 
system uses the selected user speech profile to process audio signals from the user 
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(the identifier identifies one of the plurality of active users, but does not automatically 
select the individual user's speech profile). 

Curry et al. disclose a system for use in a vehicle wherein once a user is 
identified, a control module uses the identifier to select a user speech profile from the 
plurality of user speech profiles and the speech recognition system uses the selected 
user speech profile to process audio signals from the user (an identifier is used to select 
an individualized speech model for speech recognition, column 4, lines 25-31). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Himmelstein to select the speech profile associated with the control 
signal identifier sent from the external device, because this would reduce the number of 
template comparisons needed to be made. Additionally, as taught by Curry et al., 
selecting an individualized speech model for recognition reduces the recognition error 
rate (column 2, lines 56-61). 

In regard to claims 2 and 3, Himmelstein discloses a plurality of in-vehicle 
devices may be controlled (see column 6, lines 36-45), but does not specifically disclose 
the vehicle device is a hands-free wireless communication system and the hands-free 
wireless communication system is a hands-free telephone system. 

However, Curry et al. disclose a system for controlling in-vehicle devices through 
voice wherein the vehicle device is a hands-free wireless communication system and 
the hands-free wireless communication system is a hands-free telephone system 
(cellular telephone, column 3, lines 46-50). 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention could have substituted the 
hands-free telephone system of Curry et al. for any of the in-vehicle devices disclosed 
by Himmelstein and the result of the substitution would have been predictable, i.e. a 
user could control their hands-free telephone system through speech. Thus it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to substitute 
a hands-free telephone system in the system of Himmelstein. 

In regard to claims 5-7, 18, and 19, Himmelstein discloses the external device is 
a vehicle key or a removable memory device and the wireless external device is one of 
an RKE key fob, a wireless phone, a Personal digital assistant, a pager, a portable 
computer, a passive entry key, a smart card, an optical entry device, or a magnetic 
entry device (column 2, lines 56-67 and column 6, lines 46-57). 

In regard to claim 8, Himmelstein discloses a plurality of external devices are 
configured to include an identifier (see Table 1, voice commands for different devices), 
the memory including a user prioritization list indicating a user preference for each 
external device (individual users have customized preferences for each device, see 
Table 1 , actions for voice commands; and column 4, lines 54-65). 

In regard to claim 9, Himmelstein discloses the system is coupled to a 
automobile interior element (inside vehicle 10, column 2, lines 42-46). 
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5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Himmelstein, in view of Curry et al., and further in view of Ishii et al. (U.S. Patent 
5,956,684). 

Himmelstein and Curry et al. disclose a plurality of in-vehicle devices may be 
controlled, but do not specifically disclose the device is a navigation system. 

Ishii et al. disclose a navigation system controllable by voice commands (see 
abstract). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention could have substituted the 
navigation system of Ishii et al. for any of the in-vehicle devices disclosed by 
Himmelstein and Curry et al. and the result of the substitution would have been 
predictable, i.e. a user could control their navigation system through speech. Thus it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
substitute a navigation system for any of the in-vehicle devices disclosed by 
Himmelstein and Curry et al. 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Curry et 
al., in view of Ishii et al. 

Curry et al. disclose a plurality of in-vehicle devices may be controlled, but do not 
specifically disclose the device is a navigation system. 

Ishii et al. disclose a navigation system controllable by voice commands (see 
abstract). 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention could have substituted the 
navigation system of Ishii et al. for any of the in-vehicle devices disclosed by Curry et al. 
and the result of the substitution would have been predictable, i.e. a user could control 
their navigation system through speech. Thus it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to substitute a navigation system for any 
of the in-vehicle devices disclosed by Curry et al. 

7. Claim 15 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Curry et 
al., in view of Himmelstein. 

Curry et al. do not disclose a plurality of user input devices that are configured to 
receive an input command from a user that includes an identifier, wherein the memory 
includes a user prioritization list indicating a user preference for each user input device. 

Himmelstein discloses a plurality of external devices are configured to include an 
identifier (see Table 1 , voice commands for different devices), the memory including a 
user prioritization list indicating a user preference for each external device (individual 
users have customized preferences for each device, see Table 1 , actions for voice 
commands; and column 4, lines 54-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Curry et al. to include identifiers for each external device wherein the 
memory included a user prioritization list indicating a user preference for each external 
device, because this would allow plurality of in-vehicle devices to be controlled, and 
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would allow for the customization of particular devices for particular users, as taught by 
Himmelstein (column 4, lines 64-65). 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Schnars et al. (U.S. Patent 4,797,924) disclose a vehicle voice 
recognition system with a plurality of user profiles. Cook (U.S. Patent 7,099,825) 
discloses a system that identifies user profiles and device IDs for speech recognition. 
Colmenarez et al. (U.S. Patent 6,498,970) disclose a vehicle system that identifies a 
user through biometrics. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRIAN L. ALBERTALLI whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-761 6. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 8:00 AM - 5:30 
PM, every second Fri off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on (571) 272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



